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REMARKS 

Amendments 

The specification has been amended to make typographical and grammatical 
corrections. Claims 3, 12, and 18 have been amended to make typographical and 
grammatical corrections. Claims 19-36 have been amended to specify a "computer-readable 
storage medium," and claims 37-45 have been canceled. No new matter has been added by 
any of these amendments. Upon entry of the above amendments, claims 1-36 will remain in 
the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

Claims 19-36 stand rejected under 35 U.S. C. § 101 as allegedly being directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. In particular, claims 19-36 are rejected to the extent that they may 
be construed to cover communication media or signals as described in paragraph [0027] of 
the specification. Claims 19-36 have been amended to recite "computer-readable storage 
media" so as to obviate this rejection. Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 19-36 as being 
directed to non- statutory subject matter is solicited. 

Also, claims 37-45 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as allegedly being directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. In particular, claims 37-45 are rejected to the extent that they 
claim software per se. Claims 37-45 have been canceled, thereby rendering this rejection 
moot. Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 37-45 as being directed to non-statutory subject 
matter is solicited. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 and 103 

Claims 1-7, 9-25, and 27-45 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as allegedly 
being anticipated by Zatloukal (US 7,076,772). Also, claims 8 and 26 stand rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable as obvious over Zatloukal in view of 
Alpem (US 7,107,578). These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

The Examiner has rejected all claims over Zatloukal alone or in view of Alpem. The 
Examiner alleges that Zatloukal is prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). However, the 
Zatloukal patent is based on a non-provisional patent application that was filed February 19, 
2004, which is AFTER the filing date of October 3, 2003, for the present application. 
Accordingly, for Zatloukal to be prima facie prior art to the present application, the Examiner 
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must rely upon the disclosure of U.S. Provisional Patent Application No. 60/449,991, upon 
which Zatloukal claims priority. However, the Examiner has not referenced this document 
and has provided no indication where the claimed features may be found in the disclosure of 
this provisional patent application. Without such reference to the teachings of Zatloukal in 
the provisional patent application, the rejection of claims 1-45 over Zatloukal alone or in 
combination with Alpem fails on its face and no prima facie anticipation or obviousness has 
been established. Withdrawal of the § 102 and § 103 rejections over Zatloukal is thus 
appropriate and is respectfully requested. 

Applicant notes that Provisional Patent Application No. 60/449,991 includes a long 
computer specification and the correlation of that specification to the specification of Non- 
Provisional Patent Application No. 10/782,715 that led to the Zatloukal patent is not 
apparent. The Examiner is asked to point to specific passages in the provisional patent 
application that support the Examiner's rejections. In particular, the Examiner is urged to 
identify where Zatloukal teaches compiler components and design tools that implement a 
"prespecified protocol" and a framework for multi-language compilation using such compiler 
components and/or design tools as claimed. Applicant submits that "language modules" with 
language-dependent and language independent portions does not provide a "prespecified 
protocol" as claimed. Absent teachings in the provisional specification of a "prespecified 
protocol" in combination with the other claimed features, withdrawal of all rejections and 
allowance of pending claims 1-36 are appropriate and respectfully requested. 
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Conclusion 

For at least the reasons set forth above, the present application is believed to be in 
condition for allowance. Withdrawal of all rejections and issuance of a Notice of 

Allowability are respectfully solicited. 



Date: June 18,2008 

/Michael P. Dunnam/ 
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